REMARKS 

Claims 1, 3-12, 15-24, 26-35, and 38-51 were pending and presented for examination. In 
an Office Action dated May 30, 2008, claims 1, 3-12, 15-18, 20-24, 26-35, 38-41, and 43-51 
were allowed and claims 19 and 42 were rejected. Applicant is amending claims 19 and 42 in 
this Amendment and Response. These changes are believed not to introduce new matter, and 
their entry is respectfully requested. In view of the Amendments herein and the Remarks that 
follow. Applicant respectfully requests that Examiner reconsider all outstanding rejections, and 
withdraw them. 

Response to Rejections Under 35 USC 112 

In the Office Action, the Examiner rejected claims 19 and 42 under 35 USC § 1 12, 
second paragraph, as being indefinite for allegedly having limitations with a lack of antecedent 
basis. Claims 19 and 42 have been amended to remove reference to limitations not appearing in 
claims 1 and 24, respectively. As a result, claims 19 and 42 are definite under 35 USC § 1 12. 
Applicant respectfully requests that the Examiner reconsider these rejections and withdraw them. 

Applicant invites Examiner to contact Applicant's representative at the number provided 

below if Examiner believes it will help expedite furtherance of this application. 
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